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Approval of the National Environmental Policy Act Documentation for Operable
Unit No 2

Patricia Powell, NEPA Compliance Officer, Environmental Protection Division, RFO

We have reviewed and approved the re-evaluation of the National Environmental Policy
Act NEPA) documentation from EG&G, dated October 19, 1993, (93-RF-12896) on
Operable Unit (OU) No 2 (903 Pad, Mound, and East Trenches) We agree with the
recommendation from EG&G's NEPA Compliance Commuttee that an Environmental
Assessment (EA) 1s the appropriate level of NEPA for the OU-2 project.

In the October 26, 1993, memorandum (EPD PMP 12325) from your division, 1t was
mdicated that an EIS level of NEPA documentation 1s considered appropnate
Reasoning for the EIS level was based on the likely soil remediation of 61 acres, as
described in EG&G's Action Description Memorandum (ADM) We disagree that an
EIS 1s required for the OU-2 proposed actions We believe that an EA should be
prepared, rather than an EIS

The following 1s a discussion on the points from the October 26 memorandum

Potential for re- nsion of plutonium contamin nng excavation
on 61 acres, Appropriate actions would be taken to limit re-suspension of

contaminants, including plutomum Evaluation of potential actions would weigh the
alternative of non-action against potential risks of action Wetting of the soul,
containment, vacuuming/HEPA filtration, and other actions would be considered before
removal of so1l would be undertaken Regardless, we do not consider the Iimited
potential for re-suspenston of contaminants 1n a so1l remediation to warrant an EIS

L ck f demonstra laimin I l n h

which reduces th c f bein 1 full hi
d sm rbed 61 acres and thgrgf_grg mitigate the 1mpag1§ erm remedi agg The "remedy”
dwrected for OU-3 (Offsite Releases) was "discing," which 1s an agricultural technique
rather than a remediation tectimque Discing brought rocks to the surface at OU-3
This with the non-native growth and prairie dogs set a situation not the best for re-
vegetation efforts The soils types 1n the vicinity of OU-2 are different from OU-3 and
more sumilar to the soil types mn OU-1 (881 Hillside) The success of the re-vegetation
effort on the French Drain excavation n OU-1 indicates that re-vegetation efforts for
OU-2 would be successful
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ference 1n ADM 1o the n nstruct a w. torage facility which shoul

be considered in the context of waste management for the plant as a whole, Waste

storage and management 1s not just an 1ssue for OU-2 Waste management facihties are
being pursued on a sitewide basis, and we should not hold OU-2 hostage to an EIS
when the 1ssue 1s sitewide

Th 1 1dentify th 1m n lic £ which 1ncl !

N I t hat if RFP 1 implement a remedy 11_13; has
1 natural environment T 1l hav n 1nvolvi

dgglslgn making process An EA level of NEPA documentation does not preclude

public and/or Trustee participation in the decision making process To the contrary, the
CERCLA process agreed to in our Environmental Restoration InterAgency Agreement
provides for public and Trustee participation regardless of the DOE NEPA process

The main argument by the Environmental Protection Agency and the Colorado
Department of Health again.t NEPA documentation for our IAG activities 1s that there
1 no value-added because the CERCLA documentation s equivalent to the NEPA
requurements Recommending an EIS for what 1s clearly, at-most, an EA level activity
only further discredits our program with the regulatory agencies The ERD has
commutted to include the Trustees early-on in Environmental Restoration activities

If you have any questions, please contact Scott Grace of my staff at extension 7199

Ruchard J é;lassburger

Acting Director
Environmental Restoration Division
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